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JAMES EARL RAY

said

“I got the 
wanted me to

uals were of 
said Ray 
government.

state’s witness 
Ray-

Latin origin,” 
— for the

who alongjvilh—his father, 
Hugh Stanton, was appointed 
by Judge Battle to assist 
Foreman in prepara­
tion of the Ray case, testi­
fied last week that his father 
had first discussed the possi­
bility of a guilty plea with 
former Atty. Gen. Phil 
Canale in December.

In February, Ray testified. 
Foreman visited him at 
Shelby County Jail and 
showed him “about 10 or 12 
pictures” that he wanted 
Ray to identify.

Ray’s attorneys have con­
tended that Ray did not 
know he w a s coming to 
Memphis to participate in a 
shooting, but instead thought 
he was here to buy guns and 
was accompanied by a mys­
terious man known to them 

only as “Raoul.”
Ray said he “got the im­

pression” that Foreman 
wanted him to identify the 
pictures of the individuals — 
“the majority of the individ-

Ray was in his second day 
on the stand today in the 
second week of the eviden­
tiary hearing before Judge 
McRae, and he was still 
being examined by Lesar. 
Ray started testifying Fri­
day.

As he did Friday, Ray con­
tinued his discussion of the 
events that preceded h i s 
guilty plea.

Ray fired Hanes and Fore­
man took over the case on 
Nov. 12, 1968. Ray said he 
only saw Foreman “three or 
four times” between Novem­
ber and January, but main­
tained that Foreman as late 
as February, 1969, was still 
readying for trial of the 
case.

son who shot Martin Luther 
King ... I told him (Fore­
man), for several reasons, I 
didn’t want to get involved 
in that type of operation. 
They would put me as a

Ray said that around Jan. 
3, he read an article in a 
Memphis newspaper indicat­
ing that the possibility of a 
guilty plea was being 
discussed.

‘ ‘ I ask-id Mr. Foreman 
about it, I thought the story 
probably came from the 
state, and Mr. Foreman said 
to forget it, it didn’t mean 
anything,” said Ray.

Shelby County Atty. Gen. 
Hugh Stanton Jr., formerly 
assistant pnWic defender,

After the 6th U.5- Circuit 
Court of Appeals ordered the 
current hearing into Ray’s 
charges, Judge McRae 
granted motions to bring into 
court a great deal of evi­
dence, including correspond­
ence of Foreman and Wil­
liam Bradford Huie, author 
of the book, “He Slew the 
Dreamer.”

The state asked the Su­
preme Court to vacate 
McRae’s orders on the 
ground that they are 
“unwarranted invasions of 
individual and corporate 
privacy.”

identify one of 
those individuals as the per-
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—Press-Scimitar Staff Sketch by Henry Bailey

RAY LISTENS TO BROTHER'S TESTIMONY
At left in Federal Courtroom is U.S. Marshal Cnarles

Meadows, ..■ -•■-

«---------——Press-Scimilar Staff Sketch by Henn/BoUcy

JOHN LARRY RAY, LEFT, AND ASST. STATE ATTY. GEN. HENRY HAILE
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glowing or

in 
as

and face the charges. •
Attorney James Lesar showed Ray a 

letter dated July 8 ^^e toHa^ 
outlining the terms of c
tract One provision of the terms r , 

would be made to Hanes and Ray. . 
nav’s oresent attorneys are seeking .

- to prove their client was deJ7Tr o°m 
adequate legal counbe., Percy

j from attorney

1939 in Criminal Court. :_ruatPdRav said he first became irritated

meeting room oi^the
G“Se Son TV and someone asked 1 

how many people Y^Jw^ 
King murder amU think he raisea 
three or four fingers.”

Rav said he was unaware of a con­
tract, dated Nov. 20, that Huie 
signed with Dell Publishing Co., Inc 

its terms, no sale proceeds could 
be used for Ray’s defense.

‘•I didn’t know that, just a suspicion. 
I didn’t know the contract was in exist- 
'TSS^ Proposed dtle for 

Huie’s book w a s “They Slew the 
Dreamer.” When Huie published ms 
bock in 1970, it was entitled, "He Slew 

thR?ysaid he thought pretrial publici­
ty of his trial harmed his case.
' “Well it was such a massive seal . 
One example, I think the day before I 
was going on trial, I believe on Nov 2 
X nov.W ^“S.-ajticle co^ 
in The Commercial Appeal and, ot

»Mv brother told me that Huie told 
him if I did take the witness stand in a 
trial it would probably destroy h s 
book or something like that. I wpt. 
ail be published in the newspaper be­
fore he could publish the boo..

Rav said his brother suggested dur- 
tog tMconversation tat he change

(Continued on Page 3) ^

course thej-treatod the prosecution 
glowing terms and described Hanes 
a KKK (Ku Klux Klan) lawya 
^tte And 1 thought tot type of 
thing might influence the juries.

Reclaimed that in early Nov-ember 
hi? brother, Jerry Ray, had a discus­
sion with Huie in Alabama about me 
impending u^, ■
scheduled for Nov.
' He said his brother reported to him 
that Huie warned that Ray should not 
take the witness stand at the tna .
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“every time KfUTtmianes would get 
money James would, too. But he said 
Hanes had had the contracts changed 
sc that he’d get the first $43,000 or $50,­
000 before James got any.” ‘

Jerry testified Huie then offered him 
$12,000 and restoration of the original 
contract if he or other members of the 
Ray family would persuade Ray not to 
testify.
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exchange for a 
sentence, but has

99-year prison 
since changed

his story and now contends he 
was pressured by his attorney, 
Percy Foreman, into entering the 
guilty plea. A federal court in 
Memphis currently is holding an 
evidentiary hearing into Ray’s 
charges.

In a two-page statement issued 
by SCLC headquarters,, the civil 
rights group said it is convinced 
that King was killed by a conspir­
acy, and that Ray is just a “fall 
guy” for wealthy leaders of that 
conspiracy. .

SCLC Urges New Ray Trial
ATLANTA, Oct. 26.-(UPI)- 

The Southern Christian Leader­
ship Conference (SCLC), founded 
by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., 
said Saturday it was convinced 
that James Earl Ray was just the 
“fall guy” for wealthy interests 
in King’s slaying, and urged that 
Ray be given a new trial.

The SCLC referred to Ray as a 
“minnow” in the case and said 
the new trial was needed so au­
thorities can get to the “big fish.”

Ray pleaded guilty to the mur­
der of the civil rights leader in

Date:

Edition:

Author:

Editor:

Title:
GORDON HANNA
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The state presented a pub­
lishing executive early yes­
terday who agreed Huie’s 
book was ruined by Ray’s 

.guilty plea. Victor Temkin, 
the general counsel, vice 

■president and secretary of 
Bantam Books in New York, 
testified t h e best-selling 
books about sensational 

. murder cases are those in- . 
volving ‘'sensational trials.”

Temkin said books on the 
well-publicized Candace 
Mossier and Sam Sheppard 
murder cases were financial­
ly successful, while two Ban­
tam books on the Ray case 
failed. Temkin said "The 
Strange Case of James Earl 
Ray” by Clay Blair was a 
“disaster,” and “An Ameri­
can Death” by Gerold Frank 
(a reprint by Bantam) also 
lost money.

Under cross-examination 
by Fensterswald, Temkin, 
however, said that if Ray’s, 
“whole story” came out in a 
trial Huie’s.hmk_wpuld have 
lost its “exclusiveness.”

■ A contract introduced as 
an exhibit showed that when 
'Hanes took the Ray case 
.Huie promised the attorney 
:?35.00<i. The contract showed 
jHanes was to receive an ini- 
;t i a t payment of $10,900. 
'I hen, “On the first day after 
Ray has been lodged in a jail 

.’in the United States I will 
^av you $5,000,” Huie pro- 
'vided.

« Fensterwald contends 
Wanes made no effort to pre­
went Ray’s extradition, be­
' cause of the contractual 
Astipulation.

Hanes claimed the lure of 
/money made no difference. 
We said Ray had asked for 
this help by writing to him in 
'care of the local bar associa­
tion in Birmingham. “And I 
believe that letter ... ex­
plained that Mr. Ray wanted 
to come home and explain 
.that ‘silly matter’ in 
•Memphis.
J - Hanes testified Wednesday, 
toft direct examination bv 
'Asst. State Atty. Gen. Henry.. 
•Haile that he and his. son. 
{Arthur Hanes Jr., were fully’ 
prepared fo.r^jiLuhen Ray 
Hired them to hire Foreman.

fTtttrly and Jmp.ax.ti,ally, they 
‘would not have extradited 
James Earl Ray, because in 
my opinion it was a politi­
cal killing - and, therefore, 
not an exraditable offense.”

But, Hanes said he didn’t 
advise Ray to appeal the 
extradition ruling. “Mr. Ray 
told me he wanted to come 
home. He was t .d of being 
over there and wanted to 
come back to America.” .

Hanes, too, had contracted 
With Huie, and was to re­
ceive 40 per cent of die book 
‘royalties until he was fired 
and his royalty rights as­
signed to Foreman on Nov. 
12, 1968.

The attorney was testify­
. ing under examination by 
Ray’s current chief counsel, 

/Bernard Fensterwald. who 
-claims that Hanes’ detense 
.of Ray was tainted by his 

; interest in the- book royal- 
£ies.

» The a ttOEney.said Ray told’ 
Hum he was unknowingly in-' 
’voiced in a conspiracy to 
‘murder King, and testified: 
iRay never indicated a will-, 
fineness to plead guilty.; 
^Vhcn he learned Ray had: 
unleaded guilty, Hanes said' 
pie was “shocked and" 
camazed, particularly in view 
^df the length of the sentence' 
&(99 years).” Before Fore- 
^man entered the case, Hanes 
F$aid, “James Earl Ray 
falwavs wanted a trial.”

f Fensterwald asked: “Do 
lyou have any idea why Mr. 
^Foreman entered the case?” 
t Hands replied: “Mr. Fore­
iman — you can imagine all 
' kinds of things. I don’t know.

1 know there was a lot of 
heat on Memphis at the 
time. -

T think the power struc­
ture was shaken up and felt 
like they needed a convic­
tion. I think they felt like 
they (the state) had a weak 
case and something had to 
be done. I thought maybe 
Mr. Ramsey Clark, the fine, 
honorable (former) attorney 
general of the United States, 
might have had a hand in 

Jt.”
’ The statement implied at 
least partial belief in Ray’s 
claims, but Hanes did not 
elaborate, and the answer 
was not pursued by the 
attornevs.

But the attorney said he 
and his son tried to help 
Foreman in his preparation

Arthur J. Hanes -
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^Ray’s,rwer“^e offered 

him everything we had in 
our office, tried to explain 
our theory of the case to 
him.” He said the coaching 
involved a long discussion 
over dinner in which ‘‘he 
(Foreman) drank about $14

worth of Scotch.”
Soon afterward, Hanes 

said, ‘‘Mr. Foreman pro­
ceeded to tell the judge and 
the press that we wouldn’t 
cooperate with him.”

In his deposition, to be 
read today, Foreman repeat-, 
edly denied Ray’s conflict-of- 
interest claims. The 72-ycar- 
old attorney said, “I got into 
the case because I thought I 
could save a man’s life. I 
thought it was my duty to do 
so ... If I didn’t get into the 
case, 1 felt James'Earl Ray 
would get the death penal- . 
ty-”

Denying any greed in con- i 
nection with the book, Fore- i 
man said he is "worth at | 
least $41/2 million with liabil- ; 
ities of approximately $149,­
000.” He said he owns about 
80 vacant houses which he 
uses for “storage” in the 
Houston area.

Unlike Hanes. • Foreman 
said he believes Ray, alone, 

$killed King. “He was a 
racist. He is a racist, and. 
has.been one ail his life. He. 
could not think of anybody ' 
else not being a racist if they 
were white.”
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Yesterday was ^he dead­
line for filing briefs, and the 
attorneys have until Dec. 13 
to file additional legal argu­
ments in response. Judge 
McRae said he would work 
on the Ray opinion over the 
Christmas holidays, with a 
ruling expected sometime in 
January.

Ray’s attorneys said that 
actions by the state while 
Ray was in jail, including 
use of television monitors to 
watch him and microphones 
to pick up his conversations, 
plus opening his mail and 
turning it over to the prose­
cution, should warrant dis­

missal of the charges.

During the evidentiary 
hearing, Ray’s attorneys at­
tempted to show that Ray’s 
former lawyers, Arthur 
Hanes Sr. of Birmingham, 
Ala., and Percy Foreman of 
Houston, Tex., were less con­
cerned with Ray’s interests 
than in royalties from a book 

J?!1 the slaying written by 
William Bradford Huie.

Ray also claimed that 
Foreman pressured him into 
the guilty plea in order to 
avoid a public trial that 
would damage the “exclu­
siveness” of the Ray story 
and thus hurt the sales of 
Huie s book, “He Slew the 
Dreamer.”

Hanes, Foreman and Huie 
disputed the allegations. 
Foreman^irf hp^negotiated 
a waiver of the death penal-

ty and a AAryaar-sentence 
early in 1969 in exchange for 
the guilty plea because he 
believed Ray would be sen­
tenced to die in the electric 
chair if he stood trial.

In their briefs, Ray’s attor­
neys point out that this was 
another example of Fore­
man’s coercion of Ray be­
cause the attorney knew that 
no one had been put to death 
in the electric chair in Ten­
nessee since 1959.

During the hearing Ray 
took the witness stand and 
denied shooting King. He 
hinted that “other parties’’ 
might have been involved.

Referring to that, Haile 
said, “The murder of Dr. 
Martin Luther King Jr. was 
a sensational event. The evi­
dence clearly shows that 
Ray, Hanes, Huie and Ray’s 
brothers (John and Jerry) 
all sought to exploit the pub­
licity for their own private 
ends.

“Foreman has testified 
that Ray killed Dr. King for 
recognition, and given the 
history of Ray’s career in 
the state and federal courts 
since April 1968, that is easy 
to believe.”

Haile then added, “We will 
never know what went 
through James Earl Ray’s 
mind on March 1 0, 1969, 
when he stood in Judge Bat­
tle’s courtroom and injected 
dark hints of conspiracy into 
the record.

“It may be that there was 
a conspiracy to murder Dr. 
King. There is no evidence 
of it and that is not the issue 
here. And it is more likely 
that Ray cynically used the 
March 10 (guilty plea) hear­
ing to promote public inter­
est in the case. He clearly 
does not want to be forgot­
ten.”

Ray’s attorneys said the 
two lawyers’ association 
with Huie resulted in Ray 
“suffering massive preju­
dice.” They claim that 
“Huie’s assumption of Ray’s 
guilt was built into his con­
tracts with Hanes, Foreman 
and his publishers. If Ray 
did not shoot Dr. King and 
could not tell Huie who did, 
Huie’s manuscript would be 
worthless. Therefore, Huie 
had to presume Ray’s guilt. 
Of course, this assumption 
conflicted with Ray’s right to 
be presumed inpocent jjntil 
proven guilty.”
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“James Earl Ray was an 
active, willing, intelligent 
participant in all the events 
from his arrest in London 
until his guilty plea. And in 
the end he made the rea­
soned and reasonable deci­
sion to accept a 99-year sen­
tence rather than risk the 
death penalty.’*

Ray’s attorneys also 
claimed the prisoner’s rights 
were violated by his Shelby 
County jailers, who opened 
Ray’s incoming and outgoing 
mail and turned it over to 
the prosecutor’s office “un­
less” it was addressed to his 
attorneys.

They said the opening of 
the mail and Ray’s constant 
surveillance fry*' television 
cameras and a microphone 
in his cell violated his rights

ethical analyses of situations 
like this; but W cannot help 
but observe that the evi­
dence does not support a 
finding of ethical, moral or 
professional irregularities.”

The state attorneys noted 
that the American Bar As­
sociation adopted a code of 
professional responsibility in 
1969, frowning on fee ar­
rangements such as those in 
the Ray case. But they said 
the code was not adopted 
until five months after Ray 
pleaded guilty.

The state said Ray is “an 
experienced articulate, 
intelligent man with an IQ of 
114, thoroughly familiar with 
the ways of courts and law­
yers.” Therefore, the state 
claimed, he could not easily 
have been influenced, and, 
in any case, “There is no 
evidence that either man 
(Hanes or Foreman) gave

James ^arl Ry anything 
less than his best effort.

At the hearing, Ray’s cur­
rent attoftreys-trfed to show 
that Hanes and then Fore­
man were negligent in their 
defense efforts because Huie 
had convinced them his book 
would not sell if Ray stood 
trial and his testimony be­
came public knowledge be­
fore the book was published.

In their arguments yester- 
d a y, Ray’s Washington 
attorneys, James H. Lesar 
and Bernard Fensterwald, 
and Memphis attorney Rob­
e r t I. Livingston relied 
heavily on testimony by 
Huie. The author said in a 
deposition that he was con­
vinced “from the beginning” 
that “Ray and Ray alone 
killed King ”

Ray’s attorneys said that 
Huie’s assumption was 
“built into his contracts with 
Hanes, Foreman and his 
publishers ... Of course 
this assumption conflicted 
with Ray’s right to be pre­
sumed innocent until proven 
guilty. Hanes and Foreman 
were being paid by Huie al­
legedly to defend that right, 
but the very terms of their 
contracts with Huie required 
them to traduce (violate)

But, “It seems clear that 
without t h e literary con­
tracts Ray would not have 
been able to afford attorneys 
of the caliber of Hanes and 
Foreman. It seems equally 
clear that Ray knew this and 
was willing, if not eager, to 
take the risk. We do not 
mean to underestimate the 
importance of moral and

to a confidential attorney­
client -£«Jat»0«ship in a 
“gross, pervasive, methodi­
cal and sinister” manner.

The state attorneys argued 
the surveillance did not 
interfere with Ray’s rights 
and that inspection of incom­
ing and outgoing mail “is a 
legitimate and proper func­
tion of those entrusted with 
the security of incarcerated 
persons . . . The law, then 
and now, is that mail from 
unconvicted prisoners is sub­
ject to inspection and copy­
ing and may be used as evi­
dence against the prisoner if 
it contains admissions 
against (their) interest. . .

McRae has given 
attorneys for both sides until 
Dec. 13 to reply to the argu­
ments submitted yesterday. 
The judge said, heathen will 
decide the case as quickly as 
possible.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

Asst. State Attys. Gen. 
Henry Haile and William 
‘Joe’ Haynes argued the lure 
of possible royalties did not 
affect the efforts of either 
Hanes or Foreman. “It is 
impossible to second guess 
the action of the attorneys in 
this case from a distance of 
nearly six years,” they said.



2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

SEAPCHE*^
SERI AH

indexed 
iiWLEMi'!

JMI2«'9?5 
FBI —MEMPHIS

(Indicate page, name of 
newspaper, city and state.)

FD-350 (Rev. 7-16-63)

----- PAGE 16

MEMPHIS PRESS 
----- SCIMITAR

----- MEMPHIS, TENN.

Character:

or

Classification:

Submitting Office: MEMPHIS 
□ Beinq Investigated

I-2-3-If
Date:

SCHNEIDEREditor:

Title:

Edition:

Author: CHARLES H

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

Ray Decisionx 
Third Complete 
.,U-S- D!st Jud§e Robert M. 
McRae Jr. has completed a 
third of his written ruling 
that, when issued, will de­
cide whether James Earl 

sh°uW get a new trial 
for the April 4, 1968, slaying 
of Dr. Martin Luther Kng 

J r.
Judge McRae said yester­

day he expects to finish writ­
ing his opinion sometime in 
mid-February.

Pleaded §uilty on 
March 10, 1969, to the slay­
ing and was sentenced to 99 
years in the Nashville State 
Penitentiary.

However, he is now seek­
ing to have Judge McRae 
allow him to withdraw his 
guilty plea and stand trial. 
Ray claimed he was coerced 
by his attorneys into plead­
ing guilty. F
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JAMES EARL RAY

JUDGE McRAE

Judge McRae said he also 
believed that Ray voluntari­
ly pleaded guilty and was 
“not coerced by impermissi­
ble pressure.”

Ray’s lawyers._aLsp main­
tained at the evidentiary 
hearing that anew trial 
should be ordered because, 
they stated, Foreman was 
not ready to go to trial and ' 
had not prepared to go to 
trial.

However, Hugh Stanton 
Jr., former assistant Shelby 
County public defender and 
now Shelby County attorney 
general, testified during the 
hearing that his office was 
appointed by Judge Battle to 
assist Foreman in preparing 
the case in December of 1968 
and that they ,-would^have 
been ready for trial.

Judge McRae said of the 
conflict .of interest accusa­
tions made by Ray — arising 
from the numerous book 
rights contracts involving 
the first attorneys, Arthur 
Hanes Sr. and Jr. and Percy 
Foreman, the last attorney, 
as well as the Alabama au­
thor, William Bradford Huie 
— that 'he contract negotiat­
ed by Hanes was an “appar­
ent violation” of the discipli­
nary rule of the code of 
professional responsibility 
of the American Ear Associ­
ation. The rule was adopted 
Aug. 12, 19G9_[after Ray’s 
plea) and was to become

“On the contrary,” McRae 
said, “the matter was dis­
cussed on numerous sepa­
rate occasions over almost 
one month at the least. Ray 
carefully considered and 
partially amended the 
lengthy stipulation of facts 
that formed a basis for ac­
cepting his guilty plea, and 
Ray coolly and deliberately 
entered the plea in open 
court where he spoke to cor­
rect the record as he thought 
appropriate.”

effective on Jan. L 1970.
The 4tf=yesrold Ray 

£™n« a "'year sentence
April 4’ 1968> staying 

of the civil rights leader in’ 
Memphis. He is in a cell by 

the Ashville 
Mate Penitentiary and was 

10 learn the news 
of the denial of his petition 
oy television or radio.

Waf Slain by rifIe 
S' The Mate contends the ’ 
shot was fired from the bath­
room windowjofjurooming 
house on South Main. The 

shot struck King as he stood 
on the balcony of the Lor­
raine Motel. ...___

During the evidentiary 
hearing, Ray contended that 
he thought he was in Mem­
phis to participate in a gun­
running scheme, not a mur­
der. He claimed he was 
standing on the sidewalk out­
side the rooming house when 
the shot was fired and hinted 
at “others” involved in a 
conspiracy to kill King.

Ray’s attorneys, Bernard 
Fensterwald and James 
Lesar of Washington and 
Robert I. Livingston of 
Memphis, maintained that 
no adequate pre-trial investi­
gation of the Ray case was 
made; that Ray fired his 
original attorneys, the 
Haneses, because he felt they 
were more interested in pro­
moting book contracts on 
the Ray story with Huie than 
in representing Ray.

Ray fired the Haneses the 
day before his trial was 
originally set and hired 
Foreman.

During the evidentiary 
hearing, Fensterwald claim­
ed that Ray was “coerced” 
by Foreman into pleading 
guilty. Fensterwald said 
Foreman resorted to pres­
sure and bribery to force 
Ray to plead guilty March 
10, 1969.

Fensterwald said Ray 
pleaded guilty after a 
“fierce” verbal struggle 
with Foreman.

Because cl pressure put on 
Ray by Foreman. Ray’s law­
yers maintained, Ray believ­
ed he had no choice but to 
plead guilty. «*—■—^

that there was evidence in 
the record to show that 
attorneys were ready to go 
to trial before the late Crimi­
nal Court Judge Preston 
Battle accepted Ray's guilty 
plea on March 10, 1969. “For 
the above reasons this court 
finds that Ray did not 
reasonably believe he had no 
other choice than the guilty 
plea.”

In the 38-page ruling, 
McRae said of the central 
issue —lack of effective as­
sistance of counsel: “This 
Court is of the opinion that 
the petitioner Ray has not 
shown that his assistance 
from counsel was below the 
minimum standards. The 
record also shows that Ray’s 
guilty plea otherwise was 
intelligently given in all re­
spects as required by the 
constitutional standards.”
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-Press-Scimitar Staff Photo by Glenn Peterson

ESTIMATED 5,000 MAftCHER?HONOR SLAIN DR. KING 
Route passed historic Hotel Peabody, left, which closed its doors this week.
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